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Disposition of Claims 

4) E3 Claim(s) 1-10 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1-10 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Kl The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the phrase "clock rate" on 
line 6 is not the correct phrase to use. It should be replaced with "data transfer rate," or 
something similar. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Claim Objections 

Claim 3 is objected to because of the following informalities: The phrase "clock 
rate" on line 6 is not the correct phrase to use. It should be replaced with "data transfer 
rate," or something similar. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9, and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Robles in view of Steer. 

Referring to claim 1, Robles discloses a system for interleaving MPEG video data 
with data comprising: a MPEG video source that produces a MPEG video data stream 
at a clock rate determined by said MPEG video source (column 15, lines 45-49; figure 
15), wherein said MPEG video data stream is comprised of MPEG video data packets 
and null data packets (figure 16A); a media access control device that receives said 
MPEG video data stream, replaces each of said null data packets with a data frame to 
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produce an interleaved MPEG data stream, and transmits said interleaved MPEG data 
stream (column 16, lines 14-21) at said clock rate determined by said MPEG video 
source (column 2, lines 43-47; Note: preventing the system from reducing the data rate 
is interpreted as being equivalent to transmitting at the same data rate as it is received). 

Robles does not disclose a system where DOCSIS data is interleaved into an 
MPEG stream. 

Steer discloses a system where DOCSIS data is interleaved into an MPEG 
stream (column 10, lines 2-4). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to use the system disclosed by Robles to interleave DOCSIS data into an MPEG 
stream as taught by Steer. The motivation would have been that the data being 
interleaved into the MPEG data stream is IP data, which would be used in DOCSIS 
transmissions. Also adding the features taught by Steer would allow the system to 
interrupt certain packets that weren't time sensitive to allow for time sensitive packets to 
be sent first (Steer: column 2, lines 17-24). 

Referring to claim 2, Robles discloses a system of claim 1, further comprising a 
downstream modulator that receives said interleaved MPEG data stream (column 17, 
lines 28-34) at said clock rate determined by said MPEG video source (column 2, lines 
43-47). 

Claims 4, 5, and 6 are rejected on the same grounds as claim 1 . 
Claim 7 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 2. 
Claim 9 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 2. 
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Claim 10 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 2. 

Claims 3 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Robles in view of Steer as applied to claims 1 , 6, and 7 above, and further in view of 
Hiroshima. 

Referring to claim 3, Robles in view of Steer does not disclose a system of claim 
1, wherein said MPEG video source provides said MPEG video data stream at a clock 
rate less than 13.5 megabytes per second. 

Hiroshima discloses a system of claim 1 , wherein said MPEG video source 
provides said MPEG video data stream at a clock rate less than 13.5 megabytes per 
second (column 7, lines 40-44). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to transmit the data at 1 .536 Mbps as taught by Hiroshima in the system 
disclosed by Robles and Steer. The motivation to do this would have been to lower the 
data transfer rate to allow the data to be transmitted on low bandwidth systems. 

Claim 8 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 3. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Justin E. Shepard whose telephone number is (571) 
272-5967. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5 M-F. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on (571) 272-7331 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




